newspapers and films might advertise the "good
luck53 stories of the little man who started from a
bicycle store and ended in the House of Lords; each
individual was free to hope that he too might likewise
succeed. But the great mass of the people would not
be free; they would be put down into a life not of their
choosing and collectively they wrould never be able to
get out of it whatever they might desire.

Not only had the system failed to produce Equality,
but, it was realized, it never would produce even
Equality of Opportunity. Nothing that anyone could
do to the system would give the son of a coal miner
a chance of owning a coal mine equal to the chance
of the son of a coal owner. If the system had developed,
as most of its theoretical prophets foretold, as an
infinitely large number of quite small and independent
productive units, then it might have been otherwise:
for it could then have been suggested without any too
serious affront to the established facts that any worker,
however lowly, might hope to rise to the ownership of
one of these little factories or workshops.

But it is no use complaining because the system did
not develop in this way. An inevitable dynamic led it
in other directions. The size of ther typical unit steadily
increased: and there arose, in the consciousness of the
ordinary man in his home, the baffling certainty that
the wThole of his economic life was in the control of a
quite small number of "giants" of whom he knew
nothing, over whom neither he nor anyone on his
behalf had any effective control. These giants made
their decisions on data which were kept secret from
him and upon principles which he could not under-
stand. It was perfectly clear that in economic life there
was a "we" and a "they." "They" made the decisions;